The referenced publication included a methodological error that affects portions of the reported results. The original publication projected terrestrial ecosystem carbon storage and acreage burned using the MC1 dynamic global vegetation model. Annual projections were made using meteorological data from a number of global circulation models (GCMs) from both a reference (REF) scenario with unconstrained emissions and a stabilization scenario (POL3.7) with a total radiative forcing of 3.7 W/m 2 by 2100. Projected impacts to terrestrial ecosystem carbon storage were monetized using discounted social cost of carbon (SCC) values, while discounted wildfire response costs were used to monetize the impacts to projected burned acreage. The original economic estimates for carbon storage were in error because the annual impact of the stabilization scenario on the stock of carbon storage was monetized instead of the impact on the flow of carbon. This error significantly overestimates the impact of the stabilization
scenario. The difference in the calculation of the impact on flow and stocks of carbon storage is expressed mathematically as follows: Impact on f low i ¼ Pol3:7 i -Pol3:7 i-1 ð Þ − Re f i -Re f i−1 ð Þ Impact on stock i ¼ Pol3:7 i -Ref i
Where i=year of data Table E -1 presents the results of the analysis after correcting for this error. As a result of the correction, the total discounted value results shift from being expressed in terms of trillions of Table E -1 POL3.7 impacts on the flow of carbon storage, valuation using the average SCC discounted at 3 % Totals may not sum due to rounding discounted dollars to, generally, tens of billions of discounted dollars. The correction also changes the sign of the cumulative results for the primary climate modeled used (IGSM-CAM). Specifically, the original paper reported a change in carbon storage of −0.9 billion metric tons for the 2001-2100 period (SD=39.2 billion metric tons) when comparing POL3.7 to the REF, with a cumulative, discounted (3 %) benefit of global GHG mitigation estimated at $1.66 trillion ($2005, SD=$2.71 trillion). 1 With the correction, the corresponding results are −0.5 billion metric tons (SD=0.8 billion metric tons) valued at -$8 billion (SD=$60 billion). The sign of monetized results for the other two climate models, MIROC and CCSM, remain the same, but the magnitudes ($103 billion and −$2 billion, respectively) are much smaller compared to the estimates originally reported (see Table E -1) . This correction also requires replacement of Online Resources #12, and #14. Finally, the correction affects the results presented in Table 3 
